While comparing the two regions is not ideal, it is preferable to the alternative of just comparing New York and Los Angeles cities. Looking only at the two cities is problematic for reasons that mainly have to do with Los Angeles' peculiar geography, which straddles areas that are sociologically and topographically suburban as well as urban in character and leave out much of what would normally be considered core urban functions. As a political unit, the city of Los Angeles is far less self-contained than New York City, receiving services from the county and sharing a school district with other municipalities. Moreover, immigrants in Los Angeles have never been as concentrated within the area's biggest city's boundaries, in contrast to New York area settlement patterns; much of the Asian population, for example, has settled in a series of small municipalities east of the City of Los Angeles. And the area's long-established, largest
Latino concentration --East Los Angeles --is an unincorporated section of Los Angeles
County, left out of the City of Los Angeles in the earlier twentieth century precisely because the city fathers preferred to keep Latinos living in East Los Angeles outside of municipal boundaries.
Contrasts <1>
Los Angeles and New York, as the chapters in this volume make clear, are remarkably different in many ways, and at the end of the first decade of the twenty-first century, the contrasts in their immigrant populations and the effects of immigration remain striking.
Characteristics of Immigrants <2>
The differences in the immigrant flows and characteristics of immigrants are immediately apparent in the following tables for the New York and Los Angeles 4 metropolitan areas, which use census data for 1980, 1990, and 2000, and merged 2007-09 American Community Survey data to document changes that have occurred in recent years. What they point to is the role of geography in influencing the different origins in immigrant populations with proximity accounting, in part, for the flow of Caribbean migrants to New York and of Mexicans (and later Central Americans) to Los Angeles, and location accounting for the relative differences in trans-Atlantic vs. trans-Pacific flows. Because migration is a path-dependent process, the historical experience of immigration increases the likelihood that current newcomers will resemble their predecessors. Once immigrants establish a beachhead in a particular location, friends and relatives tend to follow. For example, New York City had a significant wave of West Indian migration in the first few decades of the twentieth century, which helps explain why West Indians headed there when mass migration again became possible after 1965 U.S. immigration legislation changes; in the current period, one reason West Indians continue to flock to New York is owing to its large and vibrant West Indian community.
Los Angeles has long had a substantial Mexican population --indeed, it was once part of County's undocumented population was an estimated one million, which was almost twice the size of New York City's, the heart of the metropolitan area with the next highest number of undocumented immigrants in the United States. To put it another way, more than a third of Los Angeles County's foreign-born population was undocumented compared to about a sixth in New York City (Fix et al 2008; Hinojosa-Ojeda and Fitz 2011; Lobo and Salvo forthcoming) . (Foner 2000) . By contrast, the City of Los Angeles in the early and mid-twentieth century was populated by internal, mostly white, migrants who were trying to get away from the type of racially diverse city exemplified 8 by New York, producing a political culture and structure that made for lower receptivity to the newcomers of the past four to five decades. New York's history has defined it as an immigrant city, generating a popular selfidentity and political culture that is one source of its "immigrant friendliness." New York City's political culture bears the stamp of earlier European immigration, and sanctions, indeed encourages, newcomers to engage in ethnic politics. Indeed, ethnic politics is sometimes said to be the lifeblood of the city's politics, with no group finding "challenge unexpected or outrageous" (Glazer and Moynihan 1970: xxx) . Scholars, including one of the authors of this chapter, have pointed to the City University of New York (CUNY), the largest urban public university system in the nation, as an example of an exceptional New York institution --rooted in the city's immigrant history --that has long provided an avenue of mobility for first-and secondgeneration immigrants (Foner 2007) . In 2010, CUNY had about 262,000 students, including full-time and part-time enrolled undergraduate and graduate students; 43 percent of the undergraduates at CUNY's eleven senior and six community colleges were born outside the United States mainland, and CUNY boasts that its undergraduates can trace their ancestries to 205 countries. Yet, there may be more parallels than differences between the Los Angeles and New York areas when it comes to opportunities for college 14 and university education. It is not clear that CUNY (and the State University of New York and equivalent New Jersey systems with campuses in the New York metropolitan area) really provide superior access to higher education than do their counterparts on the west coast. The Los Angeles metropolitan area includes two campuses of the University of California (UC) system (enrolling about 50,000 students), six California State University (CSU) campuses, and a large number of community colleges. In many respects, the UC system has become an immigrant university: as of the mid-2000s, over a quarter of the undergraduates at UCLA were themselves immigrants; and another 40 percent had at least one immigrant parent (Brint et al. 2007: 10) . While the immigrant origin student body is itself highly diverse with respect to national and social class origins, many are of very modest backgrounds, as reflected in the large proportion of UCLA undergraduates (35 percent in 2009-10) receiving federal Pell grants provided to low-income students.
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Immigrants and labor unions are also an area of convergence as Los Angeles emerges as a center of labor movement dynamism and innovation to rival New York --and older patterns in Los Angeles are of steadily diminishing importance. Immigrants in New York City profit from the fact that labor unions have been consistently strong and Ever since 2008, the California financial crisis has had a severe negative impact on public higher education, yielding significant tuition increases in the UC and CSU systems with slightly later, somewhat less drastic, increases in the community colleges. Nonetheless, as both the UC and CSU systems have sought to offset tuition increases with greater financial support for low-income students, it seems likely that public higher education in California remains an important ladder of upward mobility for today's immigrants and their children.
politically influential for many decades. Indeed, in 2009-10, 25 percent of all wage and salary workers in New York City were union members, a proportion higher than any other major U.S. city; among the foreign-born in New York City, the unionization rates of those who had become U.S. citizens and entered the United States before 1990 were comparable to or higher than those of U.S.-born workers (Milkman and Braslow 2010) . This is also the case in the Los Angeles metropolitan area, but the overall unionization rates there are significantly lower than in New York City --15 percent for all wage and salary workers in 2006 (Milkman and Kye 2006) . Despite these lower unionization rates, Los Angeles is moving, one might say, in a New York City direction. Once known as an anti-union town, in recent years Los Angeles has emerged as a "crucible of labor movement revitalization," in large part because of the huge Latino immigrant influx (Milkman 2006: 3) .
Union membership in Los Angeles went into steep decline starting in the late 1950s, but organizing drives since the 1990s have begun to reverse this downward trend . By one account, the city's labor movement has been adding workers at a remarkable rate by focusing on immigrant workers --with unions organizing part-time school aides, home-care workers, food service workers, park and recreation workers, and, most famously, office janitors after a strike in 2000 in which the public donated more than $2 million for food and the city's Roman Catholic archbishop embraced the janitors' cause (Greenhouse 2001) . Highly publicized marches of chanting Latino janitors drew attention to the maintenance workers' low wages, which were called unjust in a city with such high living costs. In the end, the janitors, nearly all of whom were Latino immigrants, won a 25 percent salary increase over three years. The New York Times' Steven Greenhouse (2001) Angeles is one of the few bright spots for the beleaguered U.S. labor movement and a proving ground for strategic organizing innovation (Milkman 2006: ix) . (The law was found to be unconstitutional in federal court.) New York, by contrast, has a reputation as a city that is relatively welcoming to the undocumented. Around the same time that Proposition 187 was passed in California, New York City Mayor Rudolph Giuliani issued an executive order protecting undocumented immigrants from being reported when they used city services.
Yet, since the early 1990s, the city and county of Los Angeles have become more New York-like in the warmth of their welcome to immigrants. In the City of Los Angeles, as in New York, immigrant-friendly politics is good politics, especially at the citywide level. This is not surprising given the large number of first-and secondgeneration immigrants who represent a growing proportion of the electorate. Right after Arizona enacted a harsh law against undocumented immigrants in 2010 (which, had certain provisions not been blocked by the courts, would have allowed police to detain people on the suspicion that they were in the country illegally and made the failure to carry immigration documents a crime) New York City's Mayor Bloomberg was quick to attack it, saying that with this law "we are committing national suicide… This is not good for the country. We love immigrants here" (Sherman and Lisberg 2010) Predicting the future is a risky business, yet it seems likely that convergent trends will become more prominent in the years ahead in the context of continued immigrant inflows, while at the same time, huge numbers of the children of post-1965 arrivals will come of age. As long as the United States keeps on receiving hundreds of thousands of immigrants each year, the New York and Los Angeles metropolitan areas will continue to attract large numbers if only, as we have mentioned, because of the networks that link newcomers to settlers. Some longer-term immigrants, as well as many in the U.S.-born second generation, will move elsewhere; yet, sizable numbers will remain in the Los Angeles and New York areas. By dint of their number --and the social and economic successes of a substantial proportion --first-and second-generation immigrants in the two regions are bound to have a greater influence on a broad range of institutions in the coming years, an impact that is also likely to be similar in many ways.
This does not mean that differences between the New York and Los Angeles areas will fade away. Far from it. The characteristics of immigrants who move there in combination with distinctive institutional contexts (themselves shaped by the historical 22 experience of immigration) will undoubtedly sustain and reinforce contrasts between the regions as immigrant centers . The particular contexts of the Los Angeles and New York metropolitan areas will, in short, continue to matter. We have identified some of the contrasts and convergences that have already developed, but more research is clearly needed to deepen our understanding of these dynamics in the present period. Moreover, as we look ahead, one of the challenges of the future will be to explore the parallels and differences that persist or emerge in the years to come. 
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